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I would like to respond to Meyer's point about the need for better
transportation and land use models. Frankly, current models are inade-
quate. Congress did not arbitrarily put a lot more money into planning
and management. Let's use some of that money for models.

I know some people will not hold this view, but putting the planning
money aside and using the increase in research money for intelligent
vehicle-highway systems is a travesty, given that we have not yet been
able to reach some other basic considerations because we do not have
even basic data.

For example, in the region that I am from, traffic cordon counts every
year used to be done. In 1982, the counts were changed to every 2 years.
Now they are conducted every 3 years. After 3 years, important infor-
mation is being missed. It is that basic.

I also think that the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) ought
to put some fast money into appropriate models for financial planning.
The new requirements are specific for both states and metropolitan
areas in identifying financial resources and financial feasibility. U.S.
DOT officials should also examine the administrative mechanisms that
keep the playing field among the modes uneven. I am not just talking
about transit versus highways; obviously, there is a long list.

Neal Pedersen from the state of Maryland told participants at our
conference that one of the most difficult tasks in his job (as Maryland
DOT Planning Director) is to try to have an honest multimodal plan for
a corridor, given that two completely different sets of requirements and
funds must be reconciled in that type of planning.

The new law provides some basis for change, but the changes should
come with the administration of those programs from the Federal
Transit Administration and Federal Highway Administration.

I don't think we can expect states and localities to do all of these
things unless they get cooperation and support from federal administra-
tive agencies.

We should take advantage of the fact that we have been assembled
together as a diverse group and try to flesh out this vision.

It is hard to know how to get somewhere if you do not know where
you are going. I think for the last 35 years there has been a clear vision, a
single vision, a unitary vision by and large, that this program has
followed. The new law, and I think a lot of your own interests, and
certainly the interests of the speakers before me this morning, have
indicated that this flexibility also means adoption and introduction of
some of the diversity that we all represent.